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in your State will be next. But this
transforms this bill into a major tax
increase on low-income Americans. I
can’t think of a worse direction to go
in.

Finally, let me say that it is esti-
mated that it will cost our State of
Kentucky 2,700 jobs, just like that.
Clearly, that is a matter of major con-
cern to us. But the consumers of ciga-
rettes are all over America, not just in
Kentucky, not just in North Carolina.
They are, by and large, lower income
people, who will continue to smoke
after that, and you have just socked
them with a major tax increase, Mr.
President.

I certainly hope my colleagues will
not, A, break the budget deal and, B,
have a whopping tax increase on low-
income Americans.

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who

yields time?
Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I yield 5

minutes to the Senator from North
Carolina.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. FAIRCLOTH. Mr. President, I
don’t know of a lot more that can be
said on the subject. It has been very
adequately and eloquently addressed
by the two Senators from Kentucky.
But we talk about equity and we talk
about fairness, but the truth of it is
that is not even in the vernacular of
what we are saying here tonight. What
we are doing is very simply this—I said
it yesterday, I think, or the day be-
fore—they said it was a historic ses-
sion. Yes, it is a historic session. We
are destroying an industry that has
served this country for 300-plus years,
and we are simply wiping it out.

Now, when you go to the 77,000 work-
ers in North Carolina and say to them,
your job is gone, your industry is gone,
but the good news is that international
air travel is cheaper for you—most of
them haven’t been out of the county.
So that is what we are saying here.

I don’t doubt that the real interest
here is to reduce and enable people to
deduct their health insurance. I didn’t
notice that it was proposed to be paid
for by any 10-cents-a-bushel tax on
corn. And they go back to Illinois and
Missouri and explain to the corn farm-
ers there that we really have done you
a great favor. No, it is on tobacco,
which has been the whipping boy. Any-
body in the Senate or in the Congress
in the last year or two that had an ax
that needed to be ground, they have
come to the tobacco industry to grind
it for them. That is very simply what
happened. This is a source of money for
whatever eleemosynary or good feeling
or cause we have. This is a source of
money.

As has been said earlier, enough is
enough. I hope colleagues in the Senate
will recognize that this has gone far
enough. It breaks a budget agreement,
and it is time to stop it.

I thank the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I yield 5
minutes to the distinguished Senator
from North Carolina, Mr. HELMS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina, Mr. HELMS,
is recognized.

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, we have
taken on the air of a Gilbert and Sulli-
van comic opera here tonight and all
this week. I heard on the radio, I say to
my colleague from North Carolina, on
the early morning news, several days
ago, I heard a Senator say, ‘‘Yes, we
are going to give umpteen hundred mil-
lion dollars to children’’—he didn’t say
children, he said ‘‘chillin,’’ and, oh,
how benevolent he was—‘‘because we
are going to raise the cigarette tax,’’
we are going to sock the tobacco com-
panies. Well, he is not going to do any
such thing. But that is what he wants
the folks back home to think.

Speaker after speaker has pointed
out that you are not taxing the tobacco
companies; you are taxing the lower in-
come people of this population of the
United States. If you don’t believe it,
look at the record. Yet, they say, we
are socking it to the tobacco compa-
nies—the evil tobacco companies—and
they have all sorts of statistics that
they pulled out of their hip pocket,
saying how many lives it is going to
save. They are not going to save any
lives.

The point is, I say to my friend from
Kentucky, it is so much hot air. They
know it is hot air, but they have noth-
ing else to say. And they want a head-
line back home that Senator Joe Blow
really socked it to the tobacco compa-
nies. No, Joe Blow is not socking it to
the tobacco companies.

He is socking it to the low-income
people of this country who do some-
thing that maybe Joe Blow doesn’t
do—enjoy cigarettes. I don’t smoke.
Nobody in my family does. But I will
tell you one thing. When you get down
to it, it’s a matter of choice and statis-
tics—and you can play all sorts of
games with statistics. But LAUCH
FAIRCLOTH has it right and so does the
distinguished Senator from Kentucky.
Both of them have it right about how
many jobs this is going to adversely af-
fect.

This is the game we play. Go ahead
and play it if you think you can win. I
hope you can. But get you a little mon-
key and one of these organ grinders
and sing this debate that you are mak-
ing about tobacco, then you can be
really funny.

I thank the Senator. I yield such
time as I may have.

Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. Mr. Presi-
dent, I would like to express my sup-
port for the spirit embodied in Senator
DURBIN’s amendment to S. 949. This
amendment seeks to increase the
health insurance deduction for self-em-
ployed individuals to 100 percent. I
agree that this is the right thing to do
and that the Senate should consider
options for ensuring that small busi-

ness owners, particularly women, and
farmers have access to the same tax de-
ductions that are available to large
corporations. I do not, however, agree
with the way my Illinois colleague has
suggested we pay for this particular in-
crease, and for that reason, I cannot
support this amendment.

The bill before us today reflects a
long and tedious, bipartisan com-
promise among the members of the Fi-
nance Committee. That compromise,
which provides for increased access to
education, increased savings incen-
tives, family tax relief, and agricul-
tural and business investment incen-
tives, also reflects some hard choices
regarding upon whom the burden to
pay for such benefits should fall. A part
of the compromise made by the mem-
bers of the Finance Committee was the
decision to forgo increasing tobacco
taxes at the present time. This decision
was made with due consideration to
the ongoing tobacco litigation, which
may result in a dramatic increase in
current tobacco taxes.

I definitely support the spirit of Sen-
ator DURBIN’s amendment. A 100 per-
cent deduction for health insurance
premiums could reduce the annual net
cost of health insurance for a typical
family by as much as $500 to $1,000. In
addition, such a deduction could pro-
vide tax equity for the 10.6 million self-
employed Americans who currently can
only receive a 40 percent deduction, un-
like large corporations, who currently
can deduct 100 percent of incurred
health insurance premiums. There is
no doubt that there is merit to the
goals of this amendment.

As much as I would like to support
the amendment presented by my col-
league today, however, I believe that
the compromise made by the Finance
Committee should be honored. To do
otherwise could place other programs
and incentives of vital importance to
the average American family and small
business at risk. Because I believe that
we have an obligation to make good on
the promises of this bill, I cannot sup-
port this amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. NICKLES. Would the Senator
yield 1 minute to me?

Mr. ROTH. I yield 1 minute to the
Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. NICKLES. I again remind my
colleagues. I urge them to vote ‘‘no’’ on
the Durbin amendment. There may be
a point of order raised on it. I hope
they sustain the point of order. I again
remind them that right after this
amendment, we will be offering an
amendment that will have a significant
improvement on deductibility for self-
employed persons, one that I believe we
cannot only pass but hopefully prevail
in conference on as well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who
yields time?

Mr. DURBIN addressed the Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois.
Mr. DURBIN. Could I ask my friend

and colleague from Delaware, are there


